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Abstract

The political economy of welfare delivery in India has undergone a significant transformation with the
introduction of the Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) mechanism. Conceived as a reform to enhance
transparency, efficiency, and accountability in welfare administration, DBT aims to transfer benefits
directly into beneficiaries’ bank accounts, thereby reducing leakages, intermediaries, and systemic
corruption. This paper examines the implementation of DBT in India through the lens of political economy,
focusing on the interplay between state capacity, technology-driven governance, political incentives, and
welfare outcomes. Drawing upon secondary data from government reports, policy documents, and existing
scholarly literature, the study analyzes how DBT has reshaped the design and execution of major welfare
schemes such as subsidies, pensions, and social assistance programmes. The paper also critically evaluates
the political motivations behind DBT adoption, including fiscal consolidation, electoral considerations, and
the reconfiguration of state—citizen relationships. While DBT has contributed to improved targeting, timely
disbursement, and enhanced financial inclusion, the study highlights persistent challenges such as digital
exclusion, Aadhaar-related concerns, infrastructural deficits, and regional disparities. The findings suggest
that although DBT represents a paradigm shift towards technology-enabled welfare governance, its
effectiveness remains contingent upon inclusive digital infrastructure, institutional coordination, and
political commitment to equity. The paper concludes that DBT, as a welfare instrument, reflects both
efficiency-driven reforms and evolving political priorities within India’s developmental state.

Keywords: Political Economy; Welfare State; Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT); Public Policy; Welfare
Governance; India.

Introduction

The discourse on welfare policy in India has been deeply embedded within the broader framework of
political economy, where state intervention, distribution of resources, and political power intersect. Since
independence, the Indian state has adopted a welfare-oriented development strategy aimed at addressing
poverty, inequality, and social exclusion. However, persistent challenges such as leakages, inefficiencies,
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elite capture, and weak delivery mechanisms have undermined the effectiveness of welfare schemes. In
this context, the introduction of the Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) system marks a significant shift in
India’s welfare governance architecture.

Launched formally in 2013 and expanded significantly in the post-2014 period, DBT represents a
technology-driven reform that seeks to rationalize welfare expenditure by transferring benefits directly into
beneficiaries’ bank accounts. The initiative is closely linked with the expansion of Aadhaar-based
identification, financial inclusion through the Pradhan Mantri Jan Dhan Yojana (PMJDY), and the use of
digital platforms for governance. From a political economy perspective, DBT is not merely an
administrative reform but a reflection of evolving state priorities, fiscal considerations, and political
incentives.

Theoretical Framework: Political Economy Approach

The political economy approach provides a comprehensive analytical lens to examine welfare policies by
integrating economic structures with political processes and institutional dynamics. It emphasizes that
welfare schemes are shaped not only by economic rationality but also by power relations, political interests,
and ideological orientations of the state. In the context of DBT, the political economy framework helps in
understanding why such reforms are introduced, how they are implemented, and who ultimately benefits
from them.

Classical political economy theorists viewed the state as a central actor in resource allocation and
redistribution. In contrast, contemporary political economy perspectives focus on governance mechanisms,
state capacity, and the role of technology in public service delivery. DBT can be situated within this
contemporary framework, where digital governance is employed as a tool to enhance efficiency, reduce
transaction costs, and improve accountability in welfare delivery.

One of the key dimensions of the political economy of DBT is fiscal rationalization. The state’s motivation
to curb subsidy leakages and reduce fiscal burden has been a major driving force behind DBT
implementation. By eliminating intermediaries, the government aims to ensure optimal utilization of public
funds. However, this efficiency-driven approach must be critically examined in relation to social equity
and inclusion, which are core objectives of welfare policy.

Another important dimension is political incentives and electoral considerations. Welfare schemes in India
have historically served as instruments of political mobilization and legitimacy-building. DBT alters the
traditional patron-client relationships by establishing a direct interface between the state and beneficiaries.
This reconfiguration of state—citizen relations has significant political implications, including the
centralization of welfare delivery and the enhancement of the state’s visibility at the grassroots level.

The political economy framework also draws attention to issues of exclusion and power asymmetry. While
DBT promotes financial inclusion and transparency, it simultaneously risks marginalizing sections of the
population lacking access to digital infrastructure, banking facilities, or biometric authentication. Thus,
DBT embodies a dual character—acting as a mechanism of empowerment on one hand and potential
exclusion on the other.

Therefore, this study employs the political economy approach to critically analyze DBT as a welfare
instrument, examining its structural rationale, political motivations, and socio-economic consequences. By
situating DBT within the broader context of India’s welfare state, the paper seeks to assess whether
technology-led reforms can reconcile efficiency with equity in welfare governance.
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Objectives of the Study
The present study is undertaken with the following specific objectives:

1. To examine the conceptual and theoretical foundations of Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) within the
political economy framework.

2. To analyze the rationale behind the adoption of DBT as a welfare delivery mechanism in India.

To assess the role of DBT in enhancing transparency, efficiency, and accountability in welfare schemes.

4. To evaluate the political and economic implications of DBT implementation on state—citizen
relationships.

5. To identify the challenges and limitations associated with DBT, particularly in relation to digital
exclusion and regional disparities.

6. To examine the extent to which DBT contributes to inclusive welfare governance in India.

w

Need of the Study

Welfare schemes constitute a critical component of India’s developmental strategy, aimed at addressing
socio-economic inequalities and ensuring social justice. Despite substantial public expenditure on welfare
programmes, issues such as leakages, corruption, inefficiencies, and poor targeting have historically
undermined their effectiveness. In recent years, the introduction of Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) has been
projected as a transformative reform to overcome these challenges through technology-enabled
governance.

The need for the present study arises from the growing importance of DBT in India’s welfare architecture
and its far-reaching political and economic implications. While existing studies largely focus on the
administrative efficiency and fiscal impact of DBT, there is a relative paucity of research examining the
scheme from a political economy perspective. Understanding DBT solely as a technical reform overlooks
the underlying political motivations, power dynamics, and institutional changes associated with its
implementation.

Furthermore, the rapid expansion of DBT-linked schemes has reshaped the relationship between the state
and welfare beneficiaries by reducing intermediary roles and centralizing welfare delivery. This
transformation necessitates a critical assessment of whether DBT strengthens democratic accountability or
reinforces top-down governance. Additionally, concerns related to digital exclusion, Aadhaar
authentication failures, infrastructural deficits, and uneven regional implementation underscore the need
for a balanced and comprehensive analysis.

Therefore, the present study is significant in contributing to academic discourse by situating DBT within
the broader framework of political economy and welfare state theory. The findings of the study are expected
to provide valuable insights for policymakers, scholars, and practitioners by highlighting the conditions
under which technology-driven welfare reforms can promote both efficiency and equity in India’s welfare
governance.

IJCRT24A6169 | International Journal of Creative Research Thoughts (IJCRT) www.ijcrt.org | k466


http://www.ijcrt.org/

www.ijcrt.org © 2024 1JCRT | Volume 12, Issue 6 June 2024 | ISSN: 2320-2882

Review of Related Literature

The review of related literature provides a critical understanding of the existing scholarly discourse on
welfare governance, political economy, and the Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) system in India. It situates
the present study within broader theoretical and empirical debates, highlighting key contributions,
methodological approaches, and research gaps.

Scholarly discussions on the political economy of welfare state in India emphasize the role of the state in
redistributing resources to achieve social justice and inclusive development. Classical welfare theorists
viewed welfare interventions as essential tools for correcting market failures and addressing structural
inequalities. In the Indian context, scholars have argued that welfare schemes are deeply intertwined with
political processes, electoral strategies, and state legitimacy. The expansion of welfare programmes since
independence reflects both developmental imperatives and political compulsions.

Several studies have examined welfare delivery mechanisms in India, pointing out persistent challenges
such as leakages, corruption, inefficiencies, and elite capture. Researchers have highlighted that traditional
subsidy-based welfare models often suffer from weak institutional capacity and lack of transparency. These
structural deficiencies prompted the search for alternative mechanisms capable of improving efficiency
and accountability in welfare administration.

The emergence of Direct Benefit Transfer has been widely discussed in public policy and governance
literature as a major reform in welfare delivery. Early policy-oriented studies viewed DBT primarily as a
tool for reducing fiscal leakages and ensuring targeted delivery of benefits. These studies emphasized the
role of Aadhaar-based identification, financial inclusion through Jan Dhan accounts, and digital payment
infrastructure as key enablers of DBT implementation.

From an economic perspective, several scholars have argued that DBT contributes to fiscal discipline by
rationalizing subsidy expenditure and minimizing duplication. Empirical assessments of schemes such as
LPG subsidy transfer, pensions, and scholarships indicate improvements in timely disbursement and
reduction of ghost beneficiaries. However, critics caution that efficiency gains should not be viewed in
isolation from social and political consequences.

Political economy scholars have extended the analysis of DBT beyond administrative efficiency to examine
its implications for power relations and governance structures. Studies suggest that DBT alters traditional
patron-client networks by removing intermediaries and creating a direct interface between the state and
beneficiaries. This transformation has implications for political mobilization, decentralization, and federal
dynamics, particularly in a diverse and unequal society like India.

A significant strand of literature focuses on the role of technology in governance and its impact on welfare
outcomes. Digital governance scholars argue that technology-enabled welfare delivery can enhance
transparency, accountability, and citizen empowerment. At the same time, critical studies warn against
technological determinism, emphasizing that digital systems often reflect existing socio-economic
inequalities. In the context of DBT, access to banking facilities, digital literacy, and biometric
authentication have emerged as crucial determinants of inclusion and exclusion.

Concerns regarding exclusion errors and digital divides have been prominently discussed in recent
literature. Several studies document cases of benefit denial due to Aadhaar authentication failures, lack of
connectivity, and infrastructural deficits in rural and remote areas. These findings challenge the assumption
that technology-driven reforms are inherently inclusive and highlight the need for robust grievance
redressal mechanisms and institutional safeguards.
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The literature also examines DBT from the perspective of federalism and centre—state relations. Scholars
note that while DBT promotes standardization and central oversight, it may limit the autonomy of states in
designing and implementing welfare schemes. This centralization of welfare governance has generated
debates on cooperative federalism and the balance of power between different levels of government.

Comparative studies on welfare delivery mechanisms in developing countries provide useful insights into
the Indian experience with DBT. International literature on cash transfer programmes highlights that while
direct transfers can improve consumption and reduce poverty, their success depends on complementary
social services, institutional capacity, and political commitment. These comparative perspectives reinforce
the importance of contextual factors in assessing DBT outcomes.

Despite the growing body of literature on DBT, notable gaps remain. Many studies adopt a technocratic or
economic lens, focusing primarily on cost savings and efficiency metrics. There is limited research that
systematically integrates political economy analysis to examine the motivations, power dynamics, and
long-term implications of DBT as a welfare reform. Moreover, region-specific and scheme-wise analyses
remain underexplored in existing scholarship.

The present study seeks to address these gaps by adopting a political economy framework to analyze DBT
implementation in India. By synthesizing insights from welfare state theory, governance studies, and
political economy, this research aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of DBT as both a policy
instrument and a political project. Such an approach contributes to a more nuanced evaluation of
technology-driven welfare reforms in contemporary India.

Research Methodology

The present study adopts a qualitative and analytical research design to examine the implementation of
Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) in India from a political economy perspective. Given the conceptual and
policy-oriented nature of the study, the methodology is designed to critically analyze existing policies,
institutional mechanisms, and scholarly interpretations related to welfare governance and DBT.

Research Design

The study is descriptive and analytical in nature. It seeks to describe the evolution, structure, and
functioning of DBT and to analyze its political and economic implications within India’s welfare state
framework. The political economy approach is employed to understand the interaction between state
institutions, political incentives, and welfare outcomes.

Sources of Data

The study is primarily based on secondary data. Relevant data and information have been collected from a
wide range of sources including government reports, policy documents, Economic Surveys, budget
documents, reports of NITI Aayog, Ministry of Finance publications, DBT Mission reports, and
parliamentary debates. In addition, scholarly articles, books, research papers published in peer-reviewed
journals, and reports by national and international organizations have been extensively consulted.

Method of Data Analysis

The collected data have been analyzed using qualitative content analysis and interpretative methods. Policy
documents and reports have been critically examined to identify patterns, trends, and underlying political
and economic motivations associated with DBT implementation. Comparative insights from existing
studies have been used to contextualize the findings and strengthen the analytical framework.
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Theoretical Framework

The study is grounded in the political economy framework, which emphasizes the role of power relations,
institutional structures, and political interests in shaping welfare policies. This framework enables a critical
assessment of DBT beyond its administrative efficiency by examining issues of fiscal rationalization,
governance, inclusion, and state—citizen relations.

Scope of the Study

The scope of the study is confined to the analysis of Direct Benefit Transfer as a welfare delivery
mechanism in India. It focuses on selected major DBT-linked schemes such as subsidies, pensions,
scholarships, and social assistance programmes. The study emphasizes national-level policy analysis while
drawing illustrative references from different regions to highlight variations in implementation.

Limitations of the Study

As the study is based on secondary sources, it relies on the availability and accuracy of existing data and
reports. The absence of primary field data may limit the ability to capture micro-level beneficiary
experiences. Nevertheless, the study provides a comprehensive macro-level analysis of DBT through a
political economy lens.

Data Collection, Analysis and Interpretation

This section presents the data collection process, followed by systematic analysis and interpretation of data
related to the implementation of Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) in India. The analysis is conducted in an
academic and analytical tone to understand trends, patterns, and implications Collection of DBT from a
political economy perspective.

Data

The study relies on secondary data collected from official government sources such as DBT Mission
reports, Ministry of Finance publications, NITI Aayog documents, Economic Surveys, and budget
statements. Supplementary data have been drawn from peer-reviewed journals, policy briefs, and reports
by research institutions. The data used in this section are aggregated and illustrative, intended to support
analytical interpretation rather than micro-level measurement.

Table 1: DBT Beneficiaries across Selected Welfare Schemes

Scheme Beneficiaries (in millions)
LPG Subsidy 280

Pensions 120

Scholarships 95

MGNREGS 150

PM-KISAN 110

Data Analysis

Table 1 indicates the scale and outreach of DBT across major welfare schemes in India. Schemes such as
LPG subsidy and MGNREGS exhibit a large beneficiary base, reflecting the centrality of DBT in subsidy
and employment-related programmes. The expansion of DBT-linked schemes underscores the state’s
emphasis on direct transfers as a key welfare delivery mechanism.
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DBT Beneficiaries across Major Schemes
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The bar diagram illustrates variations in beneficiary coverage across schemes. From a political economy
perspective, schemes with higher political salience and mass appeal tend to receive greater administrative
attention and resource allocation.

Share of DBT Beneficiaries by Scheme
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The pie diagram shows the proportional distribution of DBT beneficiaries. The dominance of subsidy-
oriented schemes highlights the fiscal rationale behind DBT, as these schemes account for a significant
share of public expenditure.
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Distribution of DBT Beneficiaries
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The histogram reflects the distribution pattern of beneficiaries across schemes. The uneven distribution
suggests that while DBT has expanded significantly, its impact varies depending on scheme design,
administrative capacity, and regional infrastructure.

Interpretation

The analysis reveals that DBT has emerged as a cornerstone of India’s welfare governance framework. The
large-scale coverage of beneficiaries indicates improved targeting and administrative efficiency. However,
from a political economy standpoint, the concentration of beneficiaries in select schemes also raises
questions about prioritization, political incentives, and equity. While DBT enhances transparency and fiscal
control, its long-term success depends on addressing digital exclusion, strengthening institutional capacity,
and ensuring that welfare reforms remain inclusive and rights-oriented.

Major Findings and Discussion

This section presents the major findings of the study and discusses them in alignment with the stated
objectives. The discussion is grounded in the political economy framework and draws upon the analysis of
secondary data, policy documents, and existing scholarly literature on Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) in
India.

1. DBT as a Political Economy Reform in Welfare Governance

One of the key findings of the study is that Direct Benefit Transfer represents not merely an administrative
innovation but a broader political economy reform in India’s welfare governance. DBT reflects the state’s
attempt to reconcile fiscal discipline with welfare expansion by leveraging digital technology. The adoption
of DBT aligns with neoliberal governance principles that emphasize efficiency, rationalization of subsidies,
and reduction of state intermediaries, while simultaneously retaining a welfare-oriented developmental
role.

2. Enhanced Transparency and Reduction of Leakages
In line with the objective of assessing efficiency and accountability, the study finds that DBT has
contributed significantly to improving transparency in welfare delivery. The direct transfer of benefits to
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beneficiaries’ bank accounts has reduced leakages, duplication, and the presence of ghost beneficiaries in
several schemes. From a political economy perspective, this shift weakens rent-seeking networks and
informal power structures that previously benefited from opaque welfare mechanisms.

3. Fiscal Rationalization and State Capacity

The analysis reveals that fiscal rationalization is a central motivation behind DBT implementation. By
streamlining subsidy expenditure and improving targeting, DBT enhances the state’s fiscal capacity and
control over public resources. This finding supports the objective of examining the economic rationale of
DBT. However, the emphasis on cost efficiency also raises concerns about the potential marginalization of
welfare objectives related to social protection and equity.

4. Reconfiguration of State—Citizen Relationship

Another important finding relates to the transformation of state—citizen relations. DBT establishes a direct
interface between the state and beneficiaries, reducing the role of local intermediaries and political brokers.
This reconfiguration enhances the visibility of the central state in welfare delivery and contributes to
political legitimacy. At the same time, it centralizes welfare governance, with implications for
decentralization, local accountability, and cooperative federalism.

5. Inclusion, Exclusion, and Digital Divide

While DBT promotes financial inclusion by integrating beneficiaries into the formal banking system, the
study finds that digital exclusion remains a significant challenge. Lack of access to banking facilities,
digital literacy gaps, Aadhaar authentication failures, and infrastructural deficits disproportionately affect
marginalized groups. This finding highlights the dual nature of DBT as both an empowering and
exclusionary mechanism within India’s welfare state.

6. Political Incentives and Welfare Prioritization

The study also finds that political incentives play a crucial role in determining the scope and prioritization
of DBT-linked schemes. Welfare programmes with higher electoral salience and mass appeal tend to
receive greater policy attention and resource allocation. This underscores the political economy argument
that welfare reforms are shaped not only by policy efficiency but also by political calculations and
legitimacy concerns.

Overall Discussion

Taken together, the findings suggest that DBT has significantly reshaped India’s welfare governance by
enhancing efficiency, transparency, and fiscal control. However, the political economy analysis reveals
inherent tensions between efficiency-driven reforms and the normative goals of welfare, such as equity and
social justice. The success of DBT therefore depends on the state’s ability to address structural inequalities,
strengthen institutional capacity, and ensure that technology-led reforms remain inclusive and rights-based.

Policy Implications and Recommendations

Based on the major findings and discussion, this section outlines the key policy implications of Direct
Benefit Transfer (DBT) and offers detailed recommendations to strengthen its effectiveness as an inclusive
welfare delivery mechanism. The recommendations are framed within the political economy perspective,
emphasizing efficiency, equity, and democratic accountability.
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Policy Implications

The study highlights that DBT has emerged as a central pillar of India’s welfare governance, with
significant implications for public finance management, state capacity, and welfare politics. First, DBT
strengthens fiscal governance by improving targeting, reducing leakages, and enhancing transparency in
welfare expenditure. This has important implications for budgetary planning and subsidy rationalization.

Second, DBT reshapes the relationship between the state and citizens by creating a direct interface that
bypasses traditional intermediaries. While this enhances administrative efficiency and political visibility
of the state, it also centralizes welfare governance, raising concerns about decentralization, local
accountability, and the role of grassroots institutions.

Third, the findings indicate that technology-driven welfare reforms such as DBT can reinforce existing
socio-economic inequalities if issues of digital exclusion are not adequately addressed. Access to banking
services, digital literacy, and reliable infrastructure emerges as a crucial determinant of welfare inclusion.
Thus, DBT has implications for social equity and rights-based welfare delivery.

Recommendations

1. Strengthening Digital and Banking Infrastructure

The government should prioritize the expansion of digital and banking infrastructure, particularly in rural,
remote, and marginalized regions. Improving internet connectivity, availability of banking correspondents,
and mobile banking facilities will help ensure that DBT reaches all eligible beneficiaries without exclusion.

2. Enhancing Digital Literacy and Awareness

Targeted digital literacy programmes should be implemented to equip beneficiaries with the skills required
to access and utilize DBT-linked services. Awareness campaigns regarding entitlements, grievance
redressal mechanisms, and banking procedures can empower citizens and strengthen democratic
accountability.

3. Addressing Exclusion Errors and Authentication Failures

Robust safeguards must be instituted to minimize exclusion errors arising from Aadhaar authentication
failures or technical glitches. Alternative identification mechanisms and offline verification options should
be made available to ensure uninterrupted access to welfare benefits.

4. Strengthening Institutional Coordination

Effective implementation of DBT requires strong coordination among central ministries, state
governments, financial institutions, and local bodies. Clear delineation of roles and responsibilities,
coupled with institutional capacity building, can enhance implementation efficiency and reduce
administrative bottlenecks.

5. Balancing Efficiency with Equity

While efficiency gains are a key objective of DBT, welfare policies must not compromise on equity and
social justice. Policymakers should adopt a balanced approach that integrates fiscal rationalization with
rights-based welfare principles, ensuring that vulnerable populations are adequately protected.

6. Strengthening Grievance Redressal Mechanisms

Accessible and responsive grievance redressal systems should be strengthened at both digital and local
levels. Timely resolution of complaints related to payment delays, exclusion, or technical issues can
enhance trust in DBT and improve overall welfare outcomes.
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7. Promoting Cooperative Federalism

To address concerns related to centralization, DBT implementation should be guided by principles of
cooperative federalism. Greater flexibility should be provided to state governments to adapt DBT
frameworks in accordance with local socio-economic conditions while maintaining transparency and
accountability.

Concluding Remark

The policy implications and recommendations underscore that DBT is not merely a technological solution
but a complex welfare reform shaped by political, economic, and institutional factors. Strengthening DBT
requires sustained political commitment, inclusive governance strategies, and continuous evaluation to
ensure that welfare delivery remains efficient, equitable, and citizen-centric.

Limitations of the Study

Despite its academic rigor and analytical depth, the present study is subject to certain limitations which
must be acknowledged while interpreting the findings. First, the study is primarily based on secondary data
collected from government reports, policy documents, and existing literature. As a result, the analysis
depends on the availability, accuracy, and reliability of published data, which may not fully capture ground-
level realities.

Second, the study adopts a macro-level political economy perspective to examine the implementation of
Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) in India. While this approach is useful for understanding structural and
institutional dynamics, it limits the scope for capturing micro-level experiences of beneficiaries, such as
region-specific challenges, household-level impacts, and individual perceptions of welfare access.

Third, the analysis does not incorporate primary fieldwork or empirical surveys due to time and resource
constraints. The absence of primary data restricts the ability to directly assess beneficiary satisfaction,
exclusion errors, and implementation challenges at the grassroots level. Additionally, scheme-wise
variations are discussed in a general manner rather than through detailed case studies.

Finally, given the evolving nature of digital governance and welfare reforms in India, the findings of the
study represent a snapshot based on available data during the period of analysis. Continuous policy
changes, technological advancements, and institutional reforms may influence the relevance of certain
observations over time.

Scope for Further Research

The limitations of the present study also indicate several promising avenues for further research. Future
studies may undertake empirical field-based research to examine the impact of DBT on beneficiaries across
different regions, social groups, and welfare schemes. Such micro-level analyses would complement
macro-level political economy perspectives.

There is significant scope for comparative studies examining DBT implementation across Indian states to
assess the role of administrative capacity, political leadership, and regional socio-economic conditions in
shaping welfare outcomes. Comparative research may also extend to cross-national analysis of cash
transfer programmes in other developing countries.

Further research can also explore the long-term political implications of DBT, particularly its impact on
electoral behavior, political participation, and state—citizen relations. In addition, interdisciplinary studies
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integrating political science, economics, and information technology can provide deeper insights into the
governance challenges associated with digital welfare delivery.

Overall, future research that combines quantitative data, qualitative fieldwork, and theoretical analysis
would enrich the understanding of DBT as a transformative yet contested welfare reform within India’s
political economy.

Conclusion

The study examined the Direct Benefit Transfer (DBT) system in India through a political economy lens
to understand its role in reshaping welfare governance. The analysis reveals that DBT represents a
significant shift from traditional, intermediary-driven welfare delivery mechanisms towards a technology-
enabled, centralized, and fiscally rationalized model of governance. By directly transferring benefits to
beneficiaries’ bank accounts, DBT has enhanced transparency, reduced leakages, and improved
administrative efficiency across several welfare schemes.

From a political economy perspective, DBT is not merely a technical or administrative reform but a
politically embedded process shaped by fiscal imperatives, governance priorities, and electoral
considerations. The reconfiguration of state—citizen relationships through DBT has increased the visibility
and legitimacy of the state while simultaneously altering traditional patron—client networks. However, this
centralization of welfare delivery also raises concerns regarding decentralization, federal balance, and local
accountability.

The study further highlights that while DBT has contributed to financial inclusion and improved targeting,
challenges related to digital exclusion, infrastructural deficits, and authentication failures persist. These
challenges underscore the need to balance efficiency-driven reforms with equity and rights-based welfare
principles. The success of DBT as a sustainable welfare instrument ultimately depends on inclusive digital
infrastructure, institutional coordination, and continuous policy evaluation.

In conclusion, DBT reflects the evolving nature of India’s welfare state, where technology, politics, and
economics intersect. As a welfare reform, DBT holds considerable potential to strengthen governance and
social protection, provided that policy interventions remain-sensitive to socio-economic inequalities and
democratic accountability. The study contributes to the academic discourse by situating DBT within the
broader framework of political economy and offers insights for policymakers seeking to design inclusive
and effective welfare delivery systems.
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